
IN  THE 

Court of Appeal of the State of California 
IN  AND  FOR  THE 

Fifth Appellate District 

Thursday, November 3, 2005 Page 1 of 2 

F045818 Bridges v. Bridges 
The judgment is affirmed.  Costs are awarded to respondent. 

Wiseman, J.  

We concur:  Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Harris, J. 

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS] 

F045447 People v. Kruger 
Appellant’s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied. 

F047734 People v. Thomas 
The above-entitled case is submitted for decision. 

F047734 People v. Thomas 
The judgment is affirmed.  

By the Court. 

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS] 

F046011 Williams et al. v. Merrihew et al. 
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in 

accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the 
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for 
decision. 

F046860 Neilson v. City of California City 
The judgment is affirmed.  Dawson, J.  

We concur:  Harris, Acting P.J.; Levy, J. 

[CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION] 

F047572 Williams et al. v. Merrihew et al. 
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in 

accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the 
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for 
decision. 
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F047135 Elder et al. v. City of Modesto et al. 
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in 

accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the 
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for 
decision. 

F045255 People v. Castro 
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in 

accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the 
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for 
decision. 

F047453 Klinke v. United Parcel Service Co. Inc. 
F047622 Klinke v. Proctor 

No brief having been filed by appellant Richard Proctor after 
notice duly given under rule 17(a)(1) of the California Rules of Court, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal as to appellant Richard 
Proctor only be dismissed. 

 

 

 


